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IMPACT EVALUATION OF THE 
DRINKING-DRIVING COUNTERMEASURES PROGRAMME IN THE BEACHES 
AREA OF TORONTO 


1.0 Introduction 


The problem of alcohol-related traffic accidents has persisted, vir- 
tually unchanged for many years. Every year thousands of Canadians are 
killed or seriously injured in road crashes that involve a drinking 
driver. Traditional responses to deal with the problem including legal 
and technological approaches have failed to produce sustained reductions 
in the magnitude of the problem. The limited success of these measures 
has generated feelings of complacency and a belief that the problem is 
intractable, one we are simply going to have to live with. This air of 
complacency, however, has recently given way to an upsurge of public 
concern, due largely to the efforts of groups of victims of drunk 
drivers. These citizen activist groups, beginning with MADD--Mothers 
Against Drunk Driving--quickly spread, spawning similar organizations 
throughout the United States and Canada (e.g., PRIDE, ADD, CAID). These 
groups have generated a degree of public concern about the tragedy 
associated with driving after drinking that has reached unprecedented 
levels. Out of this concern has grown an acute awareness that the 
problem is extremely complex--one that defies simple solutions. We now 
know that the answer is not going to be found in any one law, measure, 
tactic or programme. Rather, a broad array of initiatives is necessary 
to change the existing social climate, so that alcohol-impaired driving 


becomes more widely viewed as socially unacceptable behaviour. 


Despite the wide range of possible countermeasures, the primary social 
— has involved legal threats and punishments. In light of the 
evidence that programmes based on this approach alone have produced (at 
best) small, short-lived gains at great cost, many have been led to 
suggest that complementary approaches need to be considered--alterna- 
tives that include community-based initiatives which employ "informal 
responses" to decrease the social acceptability of driving after 
drinking and positive approaches or incentives to provide and encourage 


alternatives to driving after drinking (e.g., Donelson 1983). 
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We enter the latter half of this decade determined to find the formula 
for success in resolving this very complex social problem. This report 
describes the first phase of a project designed to examine the impact of 
one community's efforts to solve the problem. That we should learn from 
both our successes and failures in this emerging area of social change 


is the principal objective of this evaluation exercise. 


1.1 Background and Rationale 


For a number of years, the Ministry of the Attorney General has regarded 
drinking and driving as a top priority issue. In 1982, the Attorney 
General for Ontario, the Honourable Roy McMurtry, established an inter- 
ministerial task force consisting of the following eight ministers: 
Attorney General, Solicitor General, Education, Transportation and 
Communications, Health, Provincial Secretariat for Justice, Consumer and 
Commercial Relations and Correctional Services. Their objective was to 
examine the issue of impaired driving and to consider a variety of 


proposals to deal effectively with this social problem. 


The report of this task force (Interministry Task Force 1983) was a 
discussion paper that dealt with a plethora of legal, educational and 
technological approaches that have often been offered as solutions to 
the problem of drinking and driving. Among the various proposals put 
forth, one stood out as a most promising strategy: community-based 
initiatives. This approach recognizes that meaningful, sustained 
reductions in the problem cannot be achieved through sole reliance on 
the traditional legal and technological methods. Rather, long-term 
social action movements involving ordinary citizens within the community 
are required to effect changes in the social climate, so that alcohol- 
impaired driving is more widely viewed as socially umacceptable 


behaviour. 


In an effort to initiate dialogue concerning community based programmes 
to reduce the problem of drinking and driving, The Ministry of the 
Attorney General held a conference in November, 1983. The conference 


was attended by representatives of numerous municipalities from all 
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across Ontario, experts in various aspects of drinking and driving, 
citizen activist groups and other concerned citizens. The theme of the 
conference was community-based efforts to reduce drinking and driving-- 
people discussing with each other ways and means to deal with the 
problem in their own communities. The Office of Drinking-Driving 
Countermeasures was created to support and encourage on-going community 


initiatives in the province. 


In the year following the Attorney General's conference, numerous groups 
of citizens were formed across the province to tackle the problem of 
drinking and driving at the community level. Local conferences were 
held and committees were formed to raise community awareness, to gather 
public support and to generate novel ideas that could be translated into 
workable solutions. One community in particular--the Beaches area of 
Toronto--generated a great deal of public support. Civic officials, 
local merchants, service clubs, teachers and citizens joined together, 
and with the assistance of the Drinking-Driving Countermeasures Office, 
planned a massive campaign to raise awareness and discourage driving 
after drinking over the Christmas period. The programme was scheduled 


to be officially launched on November 1, 1984. 


In order to determine the effectiveness of this type of campaign in 
terms of its impact on the public, the Ministry of the Attorney General 
commissioned the Traffic Injury Research Foundation of Canada to conduct 
a survey of community knowledge, attitudes and professed practices vis a 
vis drinking and driving. The results of this survey would serve as a 
baseline measure from which comparisons could be made at some point 


following the conclusion of the programme. 
1.2 Scope of the Report 


This report presents the results of the survey of the Beaches community 
conducted during the last week of October 1984, immediately prior to the 
introduction of the formal drinking-driving campaign. The results are 


intended to serve as a baseline measure of the prevailing levels of 
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community knowledge, attitudes and practices relating to drinking and 


driving. It presents a "snapshot" of the community before the formal 


campaign was launched. Hence, these results cannot offer any informa- 
tion at all about the campaign or its impact on the community; these 


questions can only be addressed in a subsequent survey at the conclusion 


of the campaign. 


The results of this survey are organized into several sections corres- 
ponding to the content areas addressed in the questionnaire. The bulk 
of the report is comprised of tables which display some of the more 
prominent aspects of the data. So as not to detract from the flow of 
the report, the results of statistical tests of significance are usually 
reserved for tables and footnotes. The surrounding text is intended to 
complement the tables by highlighting certain findings and adding other 
pertinent information. Very little heuristic discussion of these data 
is provided, not that the results do not provide ample fodder for such, 
but rather to keep the text to a minimum. Throughout the process of 
analyzing these survey data numerous hypotheses of both theoretical and 
practical importance begged further exploration. Better these be set 
aside for the final phase of this project when data from the second 


survey is available. A more extensive report is planned at that time. 


Op) 


viet abs 


, ee int —— ow Raster oe ie 
— J ie iy : rompers me fi 





=sa Teo apolsise ——— “enh ime et om 
Bad: at vetteanosnayp) aig mt beasetbbe ste 
mica odd Ye wmon Ystgelb Pokey eaidad) 29 — » — 
te Wel? sd2 mot? (sporseb ot ton gm 62 sich 408) Tucan a 
eiisunw ath saneotiiogty ‘to Aseen featontoets do agluare oft, 
ov Sebastal wt) 4xaa gatbaverrun sd? .asaonzoo! one avl aa⸗ To? bewenaer. 
orisa | qnitoe bee’ agutbas? ghestn> gniszdgitagrd: ue coldad od? sremat gee 
nish aed? Jo aoles¥sath.obtetvood siistl al smobsamrotak sosmkenee 
etaum 203 Yohbol slqes sbivixg son ob utluest ely jas 200 ebeblvaty ae 
te sladorg ota, abot gucst? smuntate 6 od 29a eke goed og tednen ome a 
bun teadesrosds- tyod Ye esasdtoqyd evotsmuc stab. yeviue sats anitzyiaay, | 
joo ad™s2ede — aolvasoliyxs ‘radar? begged socazrege) fantaeatg 
boone eda mor) ete nerlw sestatq sida to samig Inge? ef8 vol obsea 
sa) yet 1a bangalq a} vxogat avtensixe eon A ,aidalteva at Cae 















2.0 Survey Methodology 
2.1 Sample Selection and Interview Procedure 


The study population was defined as all residents of the "Beaches" area 
of Toronto, 16 years of age and older. The Beaches is a community on 
the shores of Lake Ontario in the east end of Toronto. It extends north 
to Kingston Road, east to Victoria Park and west along Kingston Road to 
Queen Street and south to the lake. In recent years it has become a 
rather fashionable, "trendy" community while maintaining a flavour of 
old-world elegance. The population is a unique mix of young profes- 
sionals and working class families. This area was not selected as being 
representative of a typical Canadian community but rather was chosen for 
its involvement in an intensive drinking-driving countermeasure cam- 


paign. 


The study sample was determined by listing the streets included within 
the boundaries of the Beaches and randomly selecting streets. Telephone 
mMumbers were then selected at random from the Mites directory. The 
telephone interviews were conducted by experienced telephone interview- 
ers! who were fully briefed on the questionnaire and procedures to be 
followed. The interviews took place between 5:00 pm and 10:00 pm on the 
evening of October 22, 1984. The questionnaire contained 83 questions 
and required approximately 31 minutes to complete. Fifteen percent 
(15%) of all interviews were monitored while in progress to ensure that 
the skip and rotation patterns in the questionnaire were followed 
correctly and that no questions were causing interviewers any particular 


difticulty. 


Interviewers completed 839 telephone calls during the evening. No 
eligible respondent was available in 287 cases. Of the other 552 calls, 
302 refused to be interviewed and 250 actually completed the interview 
-- a response rate of 45.3%. The sample was predetermined to consist of 
half males and half females. A sample of this size produces results 
which are accurate for the population of the Beaches within 6.4 


percentage points 95 times out of 100. 
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2.2 The Questionnaire 


As part of the ongoing research activities relating to drinking and 
driving, the Traffic Injury Research Foundation had undertaken the 
development of an instrument to survey a large population on their 
knowledge, attitudes, opinions and behaviours concerning alcohol con- 
sumption, motor vehicle use and driving after drinking. This instrument 
was focus tested on a relatively small group of individuals between the 
ages of 16 and 80 to ensure that the questions were clear, comprehensi- 
ble and to make sure that response categories were sufficiently inclu- 


sive. 


In consultation with the Office of Drinking-Driving Countermeasures and 
the Ministry of the Attorney General, the existing instrument was 
modified to include some of the issues of greatest concern to the 
Ministry. The final version of the questionnaire employed in the survey 
is contained in Appendix A. 


The questionnaire consisted of a total of 83 items, 5 of which were 
open-ended to allow respondents the opportunity to elaborate on their 


answers. The following content areas were included: 


O Demographic characteristics; 

0 Driving-related factors; 

0 Alcohol consumption; 

fo) Driving after drinking behaviour; 

Oo Knowledge of drinking-driving statutes; 

° Attitudes towards driving after drinking; 

fo) Perceived seriousness of drinking-driving; 

fe) Opinions about legal sanctions for drinking-driving; 
fo) Awareness of drinking-driving countermeasure prog- 


rammes and activities; and 


0 Community involvement. 
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3.0 Results 
3.1 Sample Characteristics 


3.1.1 Age. The distribution of respondent age is presented for 
each sex in Table 3.1 All age groups were represented in both male and 
female respondents. The average age of females (42.7 years) was slight- 
ly higher than that of males (37.6 years). The larger proportion of 
older females reflects a general trend in the Canadian population (Stone 


and Fletcher 1981). 


TABLE 3.1 


Distribution of Age According to Sex of Respondent 


AGE MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

16-18 8 6 14 
(624%) (4.82%) 5.62) 

19-24 14 11 25 
—— 9 (8.87%) (10.0%) 

25-29 13 14 27 
CYO';47,) litre? 2) (10.87%) 

30-34 28 19 47 
(22.4%) C5622) (18.82%) 

35-39 1 1s/ 34 
Clo. n) (13.62%) —— 

40-44 15 14 29 
i. O72) Clare a) CTP. 67) 

45-49 10 3 13 
(8.0%) 247) (5.22) 

50-54 3 10 13 
(2'547,) (802) (5.2%) 

55-59 3 3 6 
(2567) (2.4%) C2 ean) 

60 and over 14 28 oul 
ClEL2%) (22347) (16.82%) 

P25 125 250 
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The age distribution of the Beaches sample was compared with the national 
survey of the Insurance Bureau of Canada (IBC) conducted during the last 
week of October, 1983 (Goldfarb Consultants 1983) and the national 
household survey of drinking and driving performed by Transport Canada 
during the spring and summer of 1983 (Wilson 1984). The target popula- 
tion of the IBC survey was similar to that of the Beaches in that it was 
designed to include all persons aged 16 or over. The two surveys dif- 
fered only in terms of their scope (national as opposed to a single 
community) and size (802 respondents versus 250 in the present survey). 
A comparison of the age distributions reveals that the Beaches sample 
included a slightly greater proportion of persons between 25 and 44 years 
old than the IBC sample (55% versus 50%) and fewer in the younger age 
groups (16% versus 21%). The proportion of respondents aged 45 and over 


was virtually identical in the two surveys. 


The Transport Canada survey differed from the present survey along a 
number of dimensions. The former was a national household survey (as 
opposed to telephone interview) of 2000 persons of legal drinking age who 
had driven a motor vehicle within the past 30 days. When the 16 and 17 
year olds are removed from the Beaches sample, the resulting age distri- 


bution is very comparable to that of the Transport Canada study. 


3.1.2 Education, Table 3.2, presents, the. distribution of the 
highest level of education completed by respondents. It is apparent from 
this table that the sample is rather well-educated with about 46% having 
had some post-secondary training. When compared with the two national 
surveys, this finding is even more pronounced. The Beaches sample 
included a much higher proportion of persons with a university education 
than either of the other two surveys. This disproportionate representa- 
tion at the highest educational level is almost exclusively at the 
expense of the lowest educational level. Whereas only 2.8% of the 
Beaches sample reported elementary school as the highest level completed, 
7% of the IBC sample and 10.5% of the Transport Canada sample were in 
this category. Given the nature of the Beaches area, these findings may 
reflect actual differences in the population demographics of the communi- 


ty. 
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TABLE 3.2 


Highest Level of Education Completed 


Highest Level Completed N (%) 

Public/Elementary School 

(Grades 1-8) 7 (2.8) 

Some High School 427" (1750) 

Graduated High School 

(Grade 12 or 13) 84 (34.0) 

Vocational/Technical/ 

College /CEGEP Sle 0) 

Some University 19 CLS) 

Graduated University ee Sere. 
247 (100.0) 


3.1.3 Household Income. Insofar as income is related to educa- 
tion, it might well be expected that the relatively high level of 
educational status noted in the Beaches sample would also be reflected 
in family income. This is, in fact, the case. Table 3.3 presents the 
distribution of household income in the Beaches sample as well as that 


from the Transport Canada survey. 


TABLE 3.3 


Distribution of Household Income 


Beaches Transport Canada 

Category (N=250) (N=2000) 
Less then $5,000 Lada 4.3% 
$5,000 - $9,999 Dies 12.32 
$10,000 - $14,999 E22 be 12.6% 
$15,000 - $19,999 12.4 12.6% 
$20,000 - $24,999 11.6% 12.02% 
$25,000 - $29,999 Nelli L2s5% 
$30,000 - $34,999 10.3% 10.1% 


$35,000 and over 33202 tA Gas BA 


ay See 
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It is apparent that the Beaches sample includes a smaller proportion of 
respondents in the lowest income brackets and more in the highest 
category. Representation in the middle income groups (i.e., $10,000 to 
$34,999) is very comparable between the two samples. Due to the limited 
number of income categories reported in the IBC survey, it was difficult 
to make adequate comparisons with this sample. Nevertheless, once again 
it was apparent that the Beaches sample had proportionately greater rep- 


resentation in the highest income category. 


3.1.4 Marital Status. In terms of the marital status of respon- 
dents, the character of the Beaches sample was found to be somewhat dif- 
ferent from that of the two national samples (Table 3.4). Although the 
categories have different levels of inclusion among studies, it is ap- 
parent that the Beaches sample has proportionately fewer married persons 


and more single respondents. 


TABLE 3.4 


Distribution of Marital Status 


Beaches IBC Transport Canada 

Category (N=250) (N=802) (N=2000) 
Married 43. 52 60.02% 67.7% 
Single 40.3% 29.0% 20.0% 
Widowed 6.9% ays 
Separated 20% 12607, 2 ater 
Divorced 3.62 

Common-law n/a n/a Heel 4 


3.2 Alcohol Consumption 


Of the 250 people surveyed, 214 (85.6%) indicated that they drank 
alcoholic beverages at least occasionally. This figure is comparable to 
that reported by Health and Welfare Canada from the results of the 
Canada Health Survey (1981). In the national sample, 84% of Canadians 
aged 15 and over reported at least occasional consumption of alcohol. 


When infrequent drinkers (i.e., those consuming alcohol less than once a 
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week) are removed from consideration, there remains a total of 188 


(75.2%) “regular” drinkers in the Beaches sample. 


The proportion of "regular" drinkers (i.e., those consuming alcohol at 
least once per week) in the Beaches sample is presented in Table 3.5 
according to age and sex. It is apparent from this table that a greater 
proportion of males than females report drinking regularly. Males also 
report regular drinking at younger ages than females; however, females 
catch up to their male counterparts once they reach the legal age for 
the purchase of alcohol (i.e., 19 years). The proportion of regular 
drinkers in both sexes shows a general decline with increasing age. 


These findings are similar to those reported elsewhere (Canada 1981). 


TABLE 3.5 


Proportion of Regular Drinkers in Each Age and Sex Group 


Age Group Male Female 





16-18 62 £5 33 
19-24 S527 90.9 
25-34 9571 60.6 
35-44 78.1 80.6 
45-54 84.6 61.5 
55 and over 64.7 64.5 
Total 82.4 68.0 


Table 3.6 presents the frequency of drinking among regular drinkers 
according to the sex of respondent. These data reveal that males report 
a greater frequency of drinking than females. Whereas the majority of 
females report 1 or 2 drinking occasions per week, males are more likely 
to drink three or more times per week. An examination of the frequency 
of drinking according to age reveals that it is the middle-aged (i.e., 
25 to 49 years) drinkers who report the greatest number of drinking 
occasions per week. Younger drinkers (i.e., under 25) and older drink- 
ers (i.e., 50 and over) are more likely to report only one or two 
drinking occasions per week. This curvilinear relationship between age 
and drinking frequency has been noted in other samples as well (e.g., 


Vogel-Sprott 1974). 
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TABLE 3.6 


Frequency of Alcohol Consumption 
According to Sex 


* 
Frequency per week 


Sex 1-2 3-4 5-6 Lies Total 
Male By 37 9 20 103 

% (35.9) (35.9) (8.7) (19.4) (99.9) 
Female 53 16 5 tal 85 

vA (62.4) (18.8) (5.9) Giz. 9) (100.0) 


Includes only those who reported drinking at least once per week. 


Xowalseoy di=). p< .001 


Respondents were also asked to indicate the number of drinks they would 
usually consume on a typical drinking occasion. This generally produces 
a modal value for the number of drinks consumed. Table 3.7 presents the 
usual number of drinks consumed per occasion according to sex. It is 
apparent from this table that males consume a greater quantity of 
alcohol per occasion (mean number of drinks=4.8) than females (mean= 
2.7)?. In terms of the maximum number of drinks one would consume on 
any occasion, the difference in consumption between males and females is 
even greater. On average, males reported a maximum of 9.3 drinks per 


occasion and females reported 4.6%. 


TABLE 3.7 


Usual Quantity of Alcohol Consumption 
According to Sex 


Number of Drinks 


Sex 1-2 3-4 5-6 7-8 ae Total 
Male 26 35 28 6 P22 107 

Of) (243+) (S2er) (20,2) (5.6) Ee See (100.0) 
Female 56 40 7 0 fi 105 


(%) (33 .:3:) (28.8) (6.7) (0.0) (1.9) (100.0) 
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These findings concerning differences in the quantity of consumption 
between males and females are consistent with the popular conception 
that "women drink less than men". Attempts to interpret this phenomenon 
at face value, however, may be misleading without consideration of some 
of the factors that influence this relationship. For example, even 
though females consume less alcohol than males, such differences could 
be attributed to differences body size and weight. A more accurate 
estimate of the "functional impact" of the amount of alcohol consumed 
can be obtained by calculating the absolute amount of alcohol consumed 
per kilogram of body fluid (Vogel-Sprott 1983). This measure more 
closely reflects the probable blood alcohol concentration (BAC) attained 
during a drinking occasion than a simple count of the number of drinks 
consumed. When the average dose of alcohol per kg of body fluid is 
calculated for both sexes, we find that there is no difference between 
males and — Hence, even though females consume fewer drinks per 
occasion than males, when their smaller body size and lower proportion 
of body water is taken into consideration, the difference between sexes 
in terms of consumption is eliminated. Hence, it is probable that in 
typical drinking situations male and female drinkers are achieving 


Similar BACs. 


An examination of the distribution of the quantity of alcohol consump- 
tion according to age indicates that consumption increases progressively 
to about age 21, and thereafter declines linearly. These results, taken 
together with the frequency of consumption, reveal that younger persons 
tend to be low frequency-high volume drinkers, young adults and middle 
aged persons are generally high frequency-moderate volume drinkers, and 


older persons are low frequency-low volume consumers. 


3.3. Drinking-Driving Behaviour 


chy singl Drinking Drivers. Respondents were asked a_ series of 


questions concerning their self-reported driving after drinking 
behaviour. In total, of the 214 respondents who reported consuming 
alcohol, 93 (43.5%) admitted to having driven after drinking at least 


once in the past year. This compares to the 51.8% in the Transport 


J 
ee 
ro oa (a oe F 


, “s ’ = 5 — 9 
pashan v0 mene 
. a ; aa ! 


: reer — th Pe ee eA ae 
Lear st beds — ——— 
na" — ee oe 





“8 ssid ¥ shal a oe ede, ~ 

amigo hi! ate. Chow eretilh SOINGrSs J a) 
———— au! 1 J— 

ee tndoste Yo sovoms Saylonds 9fj gakzstustas — 
ovow arthewber earcctet szavg@-Legev) brut? ybod te margoihy eq 
heaeiaree CAA) rotseyaaaone> Lodoole’ Boold sidedesq sf? a22 —— 
eeperh Id Yedeur of Qo andoy efqnts,& asda ae tasooo ———— 
ter bul) ybod to: 34 I9q fonorts io sauh ggateve sda! nodW —— 
reaviod ponierstiih on at svetd 3ad9° batt. ow \sexee dood 70% bosalyaleo 
run abitve zaveh hevene> Valens? Agdod? neva von ,eotsne? bum: aotam | 
culzteqere sever baa able ¢hod yallan shes oodw ,eelom nad? podeesee. 
e2ned NeBwied sonettibh 243 .nelzsisbhisnos afm fasta 4 et taev ybod 30 
nd gas efdaddvg sf $2 jarnet botehbmtls ab poliquesscs ‘Yo' awed ak 
ev hvehe asa aidinizh slsesl, Son  slae eaeesevaaE anita) fexiqyd' 


— i ⸗oae valtete 











' PIwH aes —XRX te oyttusup. edz to néizudtzteth edz te ees ‘ rh 
+ Loelamargoxy sonsetanl golsqmiecos tady asgastbal age 63 gctbhz0224 aot⸗ 
vataa ,itivews sesdl latentt stallost yaa}aessd) bam 118 age suede ao 
-O8%sq Esguvoy Indy Losve, .noligmaaqs Jo comaupart ads da a⸗easaao 
o tite are atlebo aunsa ih smuloy dytdeyseuopasd amd ad of) Badd 
\erslic3h emuloy Agaredum-yonuper? dpe ytletagieg wih amngraq dou⸗ 
eTaeReD saul ar reco vol ote aensdzag wibie 


| — 


* re a bedee svaw asonheogeed . 
arttetth vejts gatwind hectegemtiee ated Pri — 
— ———— — — 
Jasol ja yotinieh wjie asvish gaa begagee Aptstay ; 

rroqenuxt sda gt 26.12 edd oF sereques etet — 













14 


Canada survey who admitted to driving after drinking in the past thirty 
As shown in Table 3.8, males were more likely to confess to 


driving after drinking (59.8%) than females (28.72%). 


days. 


TABLE 3.8 


Professed Driving After Drinking 
According to Sex* 


Driven After Drinking in Pastuxvear 


Sex Yes No 
Male 64 43 
(%) (59.8) C4252) 
Female 29 Te 
(7) (28.7) (7133) 
Total 93 145 
Ce) (44.7) C5503) 


keXsae 20.32, 7000 


Self-admitted drinking drivers are compared with non-drinking drivers on 


a number of prominent characteristics in Table 3.9. On average, the 
drinking driver group was 5 years younger, had more traffic violations, 
had a higher frequency of alcohol consumption and reported a higher 
maximum alcohol consumption per occasion than non-drinking drivers. 
Interestingly, drinking drivers did not differ from non-drinking drivers 
in terms the typical number of drinks consumed or the maximum number of 
drinks they believed could be consumed in a two hour period and still 
maintain the ability to drive. However, drinking drivers were more 
likely to drive after consuming their usual or typical number of drinks. 
Drinking drivers also had a tendency to be better educated, from middle 
to upper income brackets and were more likely to be married. 

For the group of professed drinking drivers, the most common place of 
drinking prior to driving was a restaurant, bar, pub or tavern (43.0%), 
followed by someone else's home (24.7%). Other places of origin for 
drinking drivers were a party or other social event (15.1%), one's own 


home (5.4%) and some other location (11.8%). 
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Comparison 


Variable 


Age 


Number of 
Tratftic. Tickets 


Drinking Frequency 
(per week) 


Typical Number 
of Drinks Consumed 


Maximum Number 
of Drinks Consumed 


Maximum Number of 
Drinks and Still Drive 


* 
— 
* * 
p<.005 


3.3.2 Impaired Drivers. 
after drinking, 57 (61.3%) also admitted to having driven after consum- 


ing "too much" alcohol. 
impaired drivers, was compared to the remaining group of drinking 
drivers along a number of dimensions. 
these comparisons distinguish self-professed impaired drivers from those 
who only admit to driving after drinking. 


these groups are representative of the "true 
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TABLE 3.9 


of Selected Characteristics of Professed Drinking 


Drivers versus Non-Drinking Drivers 


Drinking Drivers 


(N=93) 


36.4 


drivers or impaired drivers. 


The group of 


drinking drivers in terms of marital status, educational level or income 


category. Although there was a tendency for males to be overrepresented 


among impaired 


cant. Table 3.10 presents some other selected comparisons between these 
two groups. Impaired drivers were, on average, five years younger than 


drinking drivers, 


impaired drivers could not be distinguished from the 


drivers, the difference was not statistically signifi- 


Group Means 
(N=115) 


41.5 
Oc3i/ 
Ze 
2a79 
5.81 


2.34 


"W 


consumed more drinks per occasion and 


Non-Drinking Drivers 


Of the 93 respondents who reported driving 


This subset of drinking drivers, referred to as 


It should be emphasized that 


We should not presuppose that 


population of drinking 


reported a 
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higher maximum consumption. Impaired drivers also thought they could 
consume more alcohol and still be able to drive. There was no differ- 
ence between groups in terms of the frequency of drinking or the number 
of traffic tickets received. Although there was no difference between 
groups in the likelihood of driving after a typical drinking occasion, a 
greater proportion of impaired drivers (52.6%) than drinking drivers 
(28.6%) indicated that they usually drank at a licenced establishment 


(restaurant, bar, tavern) prior to driving. 


TABLE 3.10 


Comparison of Selected Characteristics of 
Impaired Drivers versus Drinking Drivers 


Group Means t-value 
Impaired Drivers Drinking Drivers 
Variable (N=57) (N=35) 

Age 34.6 39.7 a 69) 
Number of 
Traffice Tickets 1.30 1 57 -0.77 
Drinking Frequency 
(per week) Be Ol 3.54 0.78 
Typical Number 
of Drinks Consumed 4.16 2.97 Pa} 
Maximum Number He 
of Drinks Consumed 9.96 6.38 8 
Maximum Number of es 
Drinks and Still Drive 3.00 Tea Deen 
ey p<.10 
* 

n<..05 


3.4 Knowledge of Drinking-Driving Statutes 


Respondents were queried about both the Canadian statutory blood alcohol 
limit and the blood alcohol limit for temporary licence suspensions in 
Ontario. In total, 131 (52.4%) respondents could correctly recall the 
Canadian statutory blood alcohol limit of 80 mg of alcohol in 100 ml of 
blood or .08%. The correct response rate was considerably lower than 


that reported by both the Transport Canada National Household Survey 
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(79.8%) and the Insurance Bureau of Canada survey (65%). These dif- 
ferences can be attributable at least in part to variations in the 
nature of the question. The question employed in the Beaches survey was 
a recall format; both the Transport Canada and IBC survey employed a 
recognition format. The difference is that respondents in the Beaches 
survey had to rely entirely on memory; they were not given any clues as 
to the answer. Respondents in the other surveys were given six 
alternative responses from which they were to choose the correct answer. 
Not only is this latter format more likely to yield higher rates of 
correct responding via verbal or visual matching with memory traces, but 
there is also a finite probability of selecting the correct alternative 
by chance? (Nunnally 1978). 


The relatively limited knowledge of the Canadian statutory blood alcohol 
limit was surpassed only by the extremely poor level of knowledge of the 
blood alcohol limit for temporary licence suspensions in Ontario. Only 
38 (15.2%) respondents could correctly identify this latter blood 
alcohol limit as .05% or 50mg%. The small number of correct responses 
to this question virtually eliminated any possibility of attempting to 


identify the characteristics of this group. 


Determining the characteristics of respondents who could correctly 
identify the statutory blood alcohol level above which it is a criminal 
offence to operate a motor vehicle has the potential of identifying 
specific target groups for educational countermeasure programmes. Thus, 
the group of respondents correctly answering this question was compared 
on a variety of characteristics with the group who gave an incorrect 
response (or admitted that they did not know). This exercise revealed 


some very interesting results. 


Table 3.11 presents the age distribution of correct and incorrect 
responders. It is apparent that persons under the age of 19 and those 
aged 50 or over were least likely to know the statutorv limit. Persons 


aged 19 to 49 were best able to answer this question correctly. 
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TABLE 3.11 


Knowledge of the Canadian Statutory Blood Alcohol Limit 
According to Age 


Response 
Age Correct Incorrect 

16-18 5 9 
(%) (35.07) (64. 3) 

19-24 LS 10 
(60.0) (40.0) 

25-29 14 13 
(5 9) (48.1) 

30-34 30 17 
C6355) (36.2) 

35-39 24 10 
(70.6) (29.4) 

40-44 19 10 
(655) (3455) 

45-49 7 6 
(53-8)) (46.2) 

50-54 Z shal 
CIS. 4) (84.6) 

55 and over P5 33 
C3 LZ) (68.8) 


X2 = 26.89, df=8 p<.005 


The average age of correct responders was approximately 7 years younger 
than those who answered incorrectly (mean ages 36.9 and 43.8 years 
respectively). Of those who responded with the correct answer, 84 
(64.1%) were males and 47 (35.9%) were ——— There were no apparent 
differences between correct and incorrect responders in terms of educa- 


tion, income or marital status. 


Respondents who knew the statutory limit differed in terms of their 
drinking patterns as well. Tapes 36 '2- out lines’ these ‘differences. 
Those who could recall the limit consumed more drinks per typical 
drinking occasion and reported a higher maximum consumption. Those who 
knew the limit consumed more absolute alcohol per kg by body fluid, 
indicating that they typically attain higher peak blood alcohol concen- 


trations than respondents who did not know the limit. There was no 
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difference between groups in terms of usually frequency of drinking or 
in the number of drinks that they thought they could consume in a two 


hour period and still drive. 


TABLE 3.12 


Drinking Patterns of Respondents Who Knew 
the Statutory Limit Compared to Respondents Who Did Not 


Variable Knew Limit Did Not Know t-value 
Typical Number . 
of Drinks Consumed 4.43 2.96 3363 
Drinking Frequency 
(per week) a0 2.86 1.64 
Maximum Number of 2 ; 
Drinks Consumed S225 ae 2292 


Maximum Number of 
Drinks and Still Drive Zale Zee in OF 


Dose of Alcohol Consumed 
per Occasion (ml alcohol A 
per kg body fluid) PT i be 30 pape ie 


* 
p<.0l 


Although there were too few respondents who knew the blood alcohol limit 
for temporary licence suspension in Ontario to identify characteristics 
of this group, it was interesting to note that about 80% of respondents 
who could correctly identify this provincial blood alcohol limit also 


knew the Canadian statutory blood alcohol limit. 


It became increasingly apparent throughout the process of identifying 
the prominent characteristics of the group who knew the statutory blood 
alcohol limit that this group resembled the group of drinking drivers 
discussed in Section 3.3. In fact, there was considerable overlap in 
these two groups: 68% of drinking drivers and 70% of impaired drivers 


could correctly identify the statutory limit. 


A final knowledge item was included to determine the quantity of alcohol 
respondents thought they could consume in a two hour period and still 


maintain the ability to drive safely. Responses ranged from one drink 
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to ten drinks, with the average value being about 2.5 drinks. The 
subjective nature of the question precludes an interpretation of re- 
sponses in terms of a simple criterion of "right" and "wrong". Rather, 
responses must be evaluated in relation to some measure of the degree of 
impairment that would be evident following the consumption of the stated 
quantity of alcohol. Given that measures of actual impairment are 
impossible to obtain from questionnaire data, a surrogate measure-- 
theoretical BAC--can be easily calculated. Using the method described by 
Watson, Watson and Butt (1981), theoretical BACs were computed for each 
person responding to this question. This method is a modified version 
of the Widmark equation which takes the amount of alcohol consumed, sex, 
body weight, total body water and age into consideration. This group of 
variables, while of primary importance, are not the only factors 
influencing the BAC attained. Stomach contents, gastric motility, 
actual rate of consumption and type of beverage consumed can have a 
profound influence on BAC. The calculations, therefore, are estimates of 


BAC under ideal conditions. 


On the basis of the responses to this question, it was determined that 
theoretical BACs ranged from a low of 0 mg% to a high of about 165 mgzZ. 
The quantity of alcohol that most respondents reported they could 
consume in a two hour period and still drive would be expected to result 
in BACs below 50 mg%--a level not inconsistent with the safe operation 
of a motor vehicle. About 1 in 6 respondents (17.6%) would attain 
theoretical BACs in excess of the statutory limit (i.e., over 80 mg%). 
A further 16.6% would reach a BAC of between 50 and 80 mg%, a level 


sufficient to have one's licence suspended for a period of 12 hours. 


3.5 Attitudes and Opinions 


Attitudes and opinions about drinking and driving were assessed by a 
15-item seriousness-of-offence scale (questions 49 through 63), a 
14-item attitude scale (questions 8 through 21), and a series of opinion 


questions concerning the penalties for drinking-driving offences 


' — ——— J Dy ee —4 
J Pes 4, us iy —* is . 7 





— Meneaen deve: sca tisbataae C081) 908 ba 
aetevew bettibow ¢ ak bodsem hat woltisup ubds- os § . 
\tee Deters Lotosin 2. jem ody Soa indi nha ae 
to quot elt .cotsetehtano> o3q} *gn bane tajaw ybod e709 vadytow ybot 


erotvel cine. of2 aon, 9%R <aonerrogm! (tamlag 26! elie 8 


-veilicos Aiqijes9 ,amasned asanose vbenls236 Aa eda ‘anton | I 

& Saved. neo banyegos agéxeved on sqyd See woksqmyemes Io — J J 
ya) 

J 







iy @evawlsew ote sau tersda ponctaaiustes edT, .OAS no, sonaulinl Soyesenge 


— — ——— 


eteraas asw. 14 ,dotteaup atria of asanogees “ity to atead witt a0: 
ew est dues te rigid « oF Bam 0 to wol w nord Pe acre ks 
Shwes:, yd}, Sesreges szicrabroqasz jeom yada fodools to" yitIeRup. ad 
14107 92 harseqes ad Bivow evirzh fttva baa bokraq tod ows A at SAUEAOS, 
milteteage ahem ed doiw. deetetenaced son tsvel alge 0% woled ead os 
teeta bbete 24.51) etewbeoqeex 4. at. J tyeda |  elsidey coger @ te” 
(gw 08 vewe.s2.1) stmtt vsotezeze ofa Yo seenxs nf eOAd festisroan? 
evel a kgm 08 ban Ot. cawwind to Ad 9 dgaer Rivow 20,0 qadzset & 


ceseod $f 30 bokveq e 6? hsdasqeus nomeots asa aved oo santos 
saci? smu eshurtsah et | 


a — raw antvish fos anttersd aovde. anoketge _ nats 
6 \(f@.fguerdts ta exorrzeyy) alee voas ⸗ 3 pate ét, 
notaigqe 26 <alzes » bas , (15 dguvonds & anqhiaemp) ‘stan stuthide'shabrod 
aaoeiio _ gatvib~gotanis> 702 antaianeg sda -ghhevepaey —— 


, i aes i Ail — ie A ot. 


Ane eel 


gd 


(questions 29 through 37). Each of these areas will be discussed 


separately in the sections that follow. 


3.5.1 Seriousness of Offences. Respondents were asked to rate the 
seriousness of 15 behaviours that violate society's standards of con- 
duct. The one exception is item 54 -- driving after drinking -- which 
is not an offence under the law unless one's ability is impaired or 
one's BAC is in excess of the specified maximum value. This item was 
deliberately left vague in an attempt to tease out the subtleties in the 
public's view of this area. The order of presentation of the items was 


rotated in order to avoid a systematic bias in responding. 


A list of the 15 offences in order of perceived seriousness is presented 
in Table 3.13. "Driving while impaired by alcohol" was rated overall as 
the third most serious offence, next to murder and child abuse. Clear- 
ly, respondents viewed "impaired driving'' as a very serious act. 
"Driving after drinking" was also rated as very serious, albeit less so 
than "impaired driving". Although the distinction between "driving 
after drinking" and "driving while impaired" appears slight, it may 
nonetheless be an important one in terms of the public's perception of 
the problem. The ranking of the offence of "refusing a breathalyzer 
test" relative to the other drinking-driving offences is somewhat 
curious, given that it is, in fact, a criminal offence (Criminal Code of 
Canada, S.235) that carries with it penalties equivalent to those for 
impaired driving. Respondents rated this offence tenth overall, between 
two traffic offences--driving through a red light and speeding. It 
would appear that respondents perceive providing a sample of one's 
breath more as a matter of personal choice or individual rights rather 
than a requirement under the law. Given that the demand for a breath 
sample cannot be made by a police office without "reasonable and 
probable" grounds that the driver has been drinking, persons who are 
asked to provide a sample are, with a certain high probability, 
drinking-drivers. The discrepancy between the seriousness ratings of 
"refusing a breathalyzer test" and "driving after drinking" would appear 
to indicate that the public perceives these two offences as distinct and 


separate behaviours. 





porate 

— 

we — att “a “2 
bw wack cid¥ = sactay auetxia —— —X 
— — — 
pow wines! weit QO as ns aan Jo rebyo SAT °.eutd e 
-gutbaoqaes he eee aS ee 
J (Tale pee 






bs dneae tg * sbectvotyes bavingiag * — Coe — ff eds to gata . 


ee tlavevo beter anv "Lodooks. yd bet tequ?’ slidwigoteize" © 01. etdeT oe 
“tao hD sete Bhict hire vob aua od Ixta <sonetto avotres Jace Nabde’ sd9 

Son aeerese gee 8 we “gintvidt bes taqet” bevsiv. etushnoqasy’) <¥l 
ou detl giodte etuolr en viev aa bavus oasis aw "shtiebeh r2tp gobviwd" 
gorneth” adewsed sotssatrelb® edz davofsia ,“gatvrsh bevisqat® wade” 


vee TE \adghle wteagqa “hertaqat slidw gatwisb" Sas “galdnteh” yeiia | | 


to. wetazer My a oilduy ods Me eerrey mh avo JoeIsoqmt nn od seoteddenen 


uugylatinerd @ gainviey" to ‘aoaelie-edz to gatdnsy eff, -ameldorg Bde © 


selverss 4&2 e@eapetln golvixzb-goldetsb) wsdyo ody 93 evisetsy “seea 
2 shed Lnaial<D)} eomette Lagtmtss « ,so0d ok at whgeds movi’ caotsen 
a> sae!) os temtevtvps astelameq ato dow wprergo. sada’ (eek \e> « nhmanD 
aeowie! , liatavs iigne? sovetie aid? beaat siashooqyed § .gndvich Serteque 
7) cgpthesqe bow a4ghi bet’ a aguetts aaꝛvri·voa⸗i⸗ altinzt ow 
c'eom %® Oqasm 8 anthheeng svisaveq agabbooqney sadp asqae SMe 
sucia? estat? la@htvibn? aa estofa feneetaq to aagsom.& ce ance diane 
dinetd « tot bvegeb ods tact oevld wel ads tele Speeentepey & mele 
base aldenveces" guedziv aattto sitlog a yd Ghats o¢ dounes siqune 
eve ofv sessed . getdate nied wad sevivth. of? aed? ahmorg “aldadeng 
‘Yttiidadesg wuld sietves « tiv yeas alqeee e sbivetg” of bette 
in egnttet peswguctzen of9 pooreed Yonnguiomsh oft wreviybegatvnrsh 
zasqqe bluow “gatderth 19276 grtvath” bee 92007 cemehelinerd mn, goteute:” 
bra soatsoth an esonetio ews seed? sevissing — 

-ttvoLvated asetegee 












ap 


Males and females differed in their ratings of perceived seriousness of 
a number of offences (Table 3.13). In all cases, females rated offences 
more seriously than males. In general, the average seriousness rating 
of males was more than a full scale point lower than that of females. 
Both sexes did, however, rate “impaired driving" and “driving after 
drinking" equally, with only “refusing a breathalyzer test" receiving a 
significantly lower rating from male respondents. Therefore, even 
though males and females do not always agree on the perceived serious- 
ness of various offences, they are in general agreement that drinking 


and driving behaviour is very serious. 


TABLE 3.13 


Perceived Seriousness of Offences According to Sex 


* 
Mean Rating 


Rank Total 

Order Offence Sample Males Females 
Ve Murder 9.94 9.90 2290 
ne Child Abuse’ 9.54 9.30 9.77 
3. Driving While Impaired 8.99 Sy 9321 
4, Assault 8.88 8.70 9.06 
5. Driving After Drinking 8.22 8.02 8.43 
62 Pornography 7.20 6.09 8.30 
The Shoplifting 6.86 Ono Teh 6 
ae Hunting out of Season G iD 6.43 (OO, 
o: Driving Through a Red Light 6,73 6.20 4 20 
10. Refusing Breathalyzer Test 6.56 6.05 7.06 
ll. Speeding” 6.37 5.48 m 26 
12. Drinking Under Age 6.26 5.93 6.79 
Les Lying to Customs Doe bi A S76 
14, Possession of Marijuana’ mA VAS. ye! 6.06 
BO Smoking in a Non-Smoking Area 4.95 4.46 5.44 


1 = not at all serious; 10 = very serious 


+ 
Differences between sexes are statistically significant (p<..01l). 
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The perceived seriousness of offences according to age of respondents is 
presented in Table 3.14. Differences among age groups in seriousness 
ratings are evident for some offences (e.g., speeding, drinking under 
age, possession of marijuana) with younger respondents generally rating 
the offences less seriously than older respondents. No differences were 
found among age groups in the perceived seriousness of "impaired driv- 


ing", "driving after drinking" and "refusing a breathalyzer test". 


TABLE 3.15 


Mean Ratings of Perceived Seriousness of Offences for 
Professed Drinking Drivers and Non-Drinking Driving 


Mean Rating 
Drinking Non-Drinking 

Offence Drivers Drivers t-value 
Murder 9295 9.96 0.51 
Child Abuse —— eee 0.08 
Driving While Impaired 8.70 9.19 2.24" 
Assault 8.96 8.85 -0.47 
Driving After Drinking eek 8.68 4. 20** 
Pornography 6.58 Teak 95 
Shoplifting Ono: (eth) -0.38 
Hunting out of Season Goa. 6.91 1,58 
Driving Through Red Light 6.25 6.89 Loe 
Refusing Breathalyzer 6.10 Gunz 1.56 
Speeding 5.69 6.58 2.60 
Drinking Under Age D103 6.37 1292 
Lying to Customs — 5 5.48 0.61 
Possession of Marijuana 4,28 5.34 2.52. 
Smoking in Non-Smoking Area 4.83 4.96 O32 

p=<..05 

* — 


In the absence of finding any differences in the perceived seriousness 
of drinking-driving behaviours due to age or sex, it was hypothesized 


that differences might exist between those who actually engage in the 
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behaviour versus those who do not. Table 3.15 presents the mean ser- 
iousness ratings for the various offences according to professed driving 
after drinking behaviour. This was, in fact, the case, as respondents 
who admitted being drinking drivers rated “impaired driving" and 
"driving after drinking" as significantly less serious than non-drinking 
drivers. As indicated by the difference between the ratings of the two 
offences, drinking drivers have a greater tendency to distinguish 
between "impaired driving" and “driving after drinking". The mean 
difference between ratings of "impaired driving" and "driving after 
drinking" was 1.09 for the drinking driver group while that for the 


non-drinking driver group was 0.5l. 


3.5.2 Attitudes Toward Drinking and Driving. A factor analysis 


was performed on the original set of 14 attitude items (questions 8 
through 21, Appendix A) in order to produce smaller groups of items 
measuring a common underlying construct. The analysis identified five 
principal factors which were subsequently determined to represent the 
following general constructs: 

Factor 1: Tolerance of Drinking-Driving (items 10,14,17,18); 

Factor 2: Personal Responsibility (items 8,11,12) 

Factor 3: Server Responsibility (items 13,19) 

Factor 4: Police Action (items 9,21); 

Factor 5: Inevitability/Acceptance of Drinking-Driving (9,20). 
Only the item concerning controls on the sale and consumption of alco- 
holic beverages (item 15) failed to be significantly related to any one 


factor: 


Composite scores for each factor were computed by summing an individu- 


al's weighted scores on the items included in each factor. In this 
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manner, a series of five factor scores were calculated for all respon- 
dents. Comparing these factor scores in male and female samples re- 
vealed that males are significantly more tolerant of drinking-driving 
(Factor 1) than females and females have a greater sense of personal 
responsibility (Factor 2) than males. None of the other factors showed 
significant sex differences. Comparisons between drinking and non- 
drinking driver groups revealed that non-drinking drivers were more 
favourably disposed to the concept of sever responsibility (Factor 3) 
than were drinking drivers. On the other hand, as might be expected 
from the evidence presented in the previous section, drinking drivers 
were somewhat more tolerant of drinking-driving (Factor 1). Impaired 
drivers could not be distinguished from drinking drivers on the basis of 


their scores on any of the five factors. 


Tolerance of Drinking-Driving (Factor 1) showed a strong, negative 
relationship to the perceived seriousness of "impaired driving" 
(r=-.414) and "driving after drinking" (r=-.351) but less so with 
“refusing a breathalyzer test" (r=-.157). Similarly, Personal Respon- 
sibility (Factor 2) and Server Responsibility (Factor 3) were directly 
related to ratings of perceived seriousness of the three drinking- 
driving offences (correlations between .122 and .316). No relationship 
was evident between any of the factors and age or measures of drinking 


patterns. 


3.5.3 Penalties for Drinking-Driving Offences. Respondents were 


asked a series of questions pertaining to the severity of court-imposed 
sanctions for drinking-driving offences. To begin with, respondents 
were asked about any perceived changes in the penalties for drinking and 
driving in the past year. Despite the fact that the actual penalties 
had not been changed, 42.4% of respondents indicated that they thought 
the sanctions had become more severe. Only a small percentage (7.8%) 
thought the penalties had become less severe. By far the majority of 
respondents (83.7%) thought the fine for drinking driving should be 


increased, with only 14.7% favouring no change. 


Table 3.16 presents the proportion of respondents favouring a mandatory 
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jail sentence for various drinking-driving offences. Whereas the major- 
ity of those surveyed were opposed to a jail term for a first offence 
(70.3%), the situation is quite the opposite when it comes to a second 
offence with 85.5% supporting a mandatory period of incarceration in 
this instance. There is even greater agreement on jail sentences for 
drinking-driving offences that result in accident, injury or death. 
There were no differences in the proportion of respondents favouring 


jail terms for any offence due to sex, age or professed drinking-driving 


behaviour. 
TABLE 3.16 
Opinions Regarding Mandatory Jail 
Terms for Drinking Driving Offences 
Mandatory Jail Sentence 
Offence % In Favour % Opposed 

First Drinking- 
Driving Offence 29.7 — 
Second Offence B55 14.5 


Offence Involving 
Accident or Injury 88.6 11.4 


Accidents Resulting 
in Death 95.9 4.1 


Respondents were also asked to indicate their personal opinion concern- 
ing the appropriate length of licence suspension for two different 
situations--a first drinking-driving offence and an offence resulting in 
injury or death. Table 3.17 presents the results for the two offences. 
For a first drinking-driving offence, the most popular response favoured 
the current 3 month term of licence suspension (42.9%) with a further 
28.3% indicating that a 6 month suspension was preferable. In the case 
of an offence resulting in injury or death, the largest proportion of 
respondents (48.4%) were in favour of a permanent licence suspension. 
Only 6.9% thought a suspension of less than 1 year was appropriate. 
Although there were no differences in opinions due to sex or age, @ 
smaller proportion of the group of professed drinking drivers (37.4%) 
than non-drinking drivers (55.3%) agreed with a permanent licence 


suspension for cases resulting in injury or death. 
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TABLE 3.17 
Proportion of Respondents Favouring Different 


Length of Licence 
Suspensions for Drinking-Driving 


Length of Suspension 


Offence 3 months 6 months 9 months 1 year Longer. 
First Drinking- 
Driving Offence 42.9 Zonas Page 19.0 ——— 
Offence 3 months 6 months 1 year 2 years 3 years Permanently 


Offences Resulting 
in Injury or Death 2.4 4.5 19,7 6.9 i 48.4 


Includes those who voluntarily responded "permanently". 


Respondents were also asked whether the statutory blood alcohol limit 
should be changed. The majority believed this limit should remain the 
same (63.2%), while 12.6% thought it should be higher (i.e., more 
lenient) and 24.2% believed it should be lower (i.e., more strict). 
There was a slight tendency for females to agree with lowering the 
limit. As indicated in Table 3.18, the group of admitted drinking 
drivers were significantly more likely than non-drinking drivers to 
favour either raising the limit or making no change. 


° 


TABLE 3.18 


Proportion of Drinking and Non-Drinking Drivers Favouring 
Changes in the Statutory Blood Alcohol Limit 


Remain 


* 

Group Higher Same Lower 
Drinking Drivers 13.9 iO —2 
Non-Drinking Drivers 8.4 bene) 325 
Total 134 65.0 Psat s) 


* 
X2 = 13.72, df=2, p<.01 
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3.6 Awareness of Countermeasure Programmes 


Of fundamental importance in an impact evaluation of a _ specific 
programme is the group's baseline level of awareness of other ongoing 
programmes that are perceived as being in some way related or complemen- 
tary to the programme to be evaluated. Because certain aspects of the 
Beaches countermeasure programme were actually initiated in the previous 
year--some actually specific to the community, others with more general 
focus--it was deemed critical to determine the extent to which these 
measures could be recalled. Hence, respondents in the present survey 
were probed in depth about their knowledge or awareness of any 
programmes or activities related to drinking-driving. Questions relat- 
ing to this aspect of the survey could be divided into three general 
areas: awareness of the police RIDE (Reduced Impaired Driving Every- 
where) programme; awareness of community-based campaigns to reduce 
drinking-driving; and awareness of media campaigns directed at the 
problem of drinking and driving, specifically the two posters sponsored 
by the Ministry of the Attorney General. Respondents were also asked 
about personal action taken to reduce the chances of being apprehended 


by the police for driving after drinking. 


3.6.1 Awareness of RIDE Programme. The Metropolitan Toronto 


Police operate a random spot check for drinking drivers known as the 
RIDE programme. Almost half of respondents (49%) indicated that they 
had been stopped in a RIDE spot check at some time. It is not clear, 
however, as to whether respondents were answering on the basis of their 
experience exclusively as a driver or if passenger status was also 
included. Nevertheless, the high positive rate indicates that the RIDE 


programme has had a high profile among those surveyed. 


By far the majority of respondents (74%) thought that the RIDE programme 
operated during the winter months or at Christmas. Only 18% were aware 
that the programme operates throughout the year. Given these results, 
it is not surprising to find that 86% of respondents thought that their 
chances of being caught by the police for drinking and driving were 


highest during the holiday season. 
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3.6.2 Awareness of Community-Based Campaigns. Although certain 


activities were undertaken by the Beaches community in the previous 
year, only 28.4% of respondents indicated any knowledge of such. Of 
these, it appears that many of the programmes or activities mentioned 
were not specific to the Beaches community but were more general in 
scope. The local programme that was most often mentioned was that 
involving the local bars and taverns paying for taxi cabs or limiting 
the amount of alcohol sold. A significantly greater proportion of 
respondents who admitted driving after drinking were aware of community 
programmes (37.6%) than were non-drinking drivers (23.5%). A list of 


other responses to this question (item 48) are included in Appendix B. 


3.6.3 Awareness of Media Campaigns. The primary objective of this 


part of the survey was to ascertain the level of public awareness of the 
two posters sponsored by the Ministry of the Attorney General. Two 
approaches were adopted: the first asked for general recall of ary 
message in the media related to the issue of drinking and driving; the 
second asked for specific recognition of each of the Ministry's drink- 


ing-driving posters. 


Only 10% of those surveyed indicated that they had not noticed any form 
of media ad related to drinking and driving in the past year. Over 50% 
of those who had not seen a drinking-driving message were 60 years of 
age or older, the group least likely to be drinking-drivers. Respon- 
dents were asked to briefly describe up to three ads that they had 
either seen or heard. Of the total of 447 responses, 40 (8.9%) spe- 
cifically mentioned one of the Ministry of the Attorney General's 
posters, either "First he Killed the Bottle" or "Feeling No Pain". A 
further 15.4% replied with some form of the message "Don't Drink and 
Drive” and 6.9% noted ads in bus shelters, many of which could have been 
the Ministry's posters. There was a wide variety of other specific 
messages mentioned including those on bumper stickers, posters, bill- 
boards, radio and television. The complete list of responses to this 


question (item 40) is contained in Appendix B. 


The first series of questions on the Ministry of the Attorney General's 


posters concerned that which displayed a man sitting on the roadway in 
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front of a police car and a body bag with the caption "First, He Killed 
The Bottle...". About half (49.6%) of all respondents recalled seeing 
this poster. From the list of answers given in response to the query 
about the message of this poster (see Appendix B), it is obvious that 
its message was clear to just about everyone who had seen the poster. 
About 41% of those who recognized the poster could correctly attribute 
its sponsorship to either the Government of Ontario or more specifical- 


ly, to the Ministry of the Attorney General. 


The other poster sponsored by the Ministry of the Attorney General 
displayed three covered victims of a night time traffic accident lying 
on the roadway with the caption "Feeling No Pain". As was the case with 
the other poster, recognition was high with 51.6% of respondents 
indicating that they had seen this poster. Responses concerning the 
message of this poster (Appendix B) also revealed a high level of 
comprehension. Close to half (45%) of those recognizing the poster 
attributed its sponsorship to either the Ontario Government or more 


specifically, to the Ministry of the Attorney General. 


Table 3.19 displays the proportion of respondents recognizing either or 
both of the Ministry's posters. In total, 68.8% of respondents could 
recall seeing at least one of the two posters. Respondents were more 


likely to have seen both posters than either one alone. 


TABLE 3.19 


Respondents Recognizing Either or Both Posters 
Sponsored by the Ministry of the Attorney General 


“First He Kibled 


the Bottle" "Feeling No Pain" Both Neither 
43 48 81 78 
(19227) C927) (32747) (31.22) 


X?2 = 18.55, df=l p<.0001 
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In terms of the characteristics of persons recognizing the posters, 
there was no difference between males and females. As indicated in 
Table 3.20, persons aged 20-39 years were significantly more likely to 
have reported seeing each poster. Respondents under 20 or over 50 were 
least likely to have seen the posters. Those who reported seeing the 
first poster were an average of 8 years younger than those who had not 
(36.1 and 44.2 years old, respectively). A similar result was found for 
the second poster as well, with those who reported seeing it being an 


average of 6 years younger than those who had not (37.2 versus 43.3 


years). 
TABLE 3.20 
Respondents Recognizing the Ministry of the 
Attorney General's Posters According to Age 
Poster 16-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60+ 
"First He Killed si 33 43 20 6 13 
The Bottle'"* Gass) (26.6) (34.7) (16.4) (4.8) (1055) 
(%) 
"Feeling No 6 SY 47 20 9 15 
Pain'"** (4.7) (24.8) (36.4) C1525) (7.0) CT 6) 
(%) 
peeX- Ben 15°02, df=5,0 p< ..02 
KXeX come LS dt = 5. 9p <.05 


In comparing the characteristics of respondents who recognized at least 
one poster with those who did not, there was no difference between 
groups in terms of marital status, income or reported drinking-driving 
behaviour. Persons who recognized a poster were, however, were more 
likely to know the statutory blood alcohol limit and more likely to have 
been stopped in a police RIDE spot check. They also reported a higher 
frequency of seat belt usage and, with the exception of the three 
drinking-driving offences, tended to rate the other offences less 


seriously than persons who had not seen the posters. 
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3.6.4 Personal Action. Following the series of questions on the 
police RIDE programme, respondents were asked if they did anything 
differently at this time of year to reduce their chances of being caught 
by the police for drinking and driving. Of respondents who reported 
consuming alcohol at least occasionally, 32.8% indicated that they 
changed their behaviour in some manner in an effort to reduce their 
changes of being apprehended by the police for drinking and driving. 
Over half (57.6%) of those who altered their behaviour were admitted 
drinking-drivers. Self-professed impaired drivers were also overrepre- 
sented among those who attempted to reduce the probability of being 
caught. 


The specific tactics that respondents employed to avoid apprehension are 
included in Appendix B. The action most often taken involved separating 
drinking from driving behaviour: taking a taxi, letting someone else 
drive, walking, or not driving at all. Consuming less alcohol or not 


drinking at all were also popular tactics. 
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4.0 Conclusion 


The selection of the Beaches as a community for study was not done on 
the basis of it being representative of a "typical" community in 
Ontario. In fact, the Beaches is rather unique in many respects. It is 
a very fashionable, "trendy" area of Toronto. Young, well-educated 
persons from upper income groups are overrepresented in the population 
of this community. While some may question the use of such a community, 


the sole reason for selecting the Beaches was the local commitment to 


conduct an intensive drinking-driving countermeasure campaign over the 
Christmas holiday season. 


The results of the survey described in this report provide a baseline 
measure of the prevailing attitudes, practices and beliefs concerning 
the issue of drinking and driving in the Beaches community prior to the 
introduction of the formal countermeasure campaign. This survey repre- 
sents the first phase of an evaluation of the impact of this countermea- 
sure programme. A subsequent survey is planned for the end of the 
campaign to determine the extent to which knowledge, attitudes and 
practices of drinking-driving may have been influenced over the course 
of the campaign. As the present survey was conducted immediately prior 


to the introduction of the programme, it reveals no information what- 


soever about the campaign itself. 


The public's perception of drinking-driving offences is, in many 
respects, in direct conflict with the professed frequency of the 
occurrence of the behaviour. "Impaired driving" and "driving after 
drinking'' were rated by the majority of respondents as very serious 
offences, yet driving after drinking was reported to be a relatively 
common occurrence. To some extent this apparent discrepancy between 
attitude and behaviour is reconciled by the nature and severity of 
penalties the public deems appropriate for drinking-driving offences. 
In general, the consensus is that first offenders should be treated with 
leniency--anyone, including themselves, could get caught once. For a 
second offence, or one that results in injury or death, the majority 


view a mandatory term of incarceration and a lengthy licence suspension 
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as appropriate sanctions. It appears as though the public holds a 
double standard when it comes to drinking and driving, one that may be 


helping to perpetuate the problem. 


This divergence of opinion about drinking-driving offences is also 
reflected in the perceived seriousness of refusing a breathalyzer test. 
Driving after consuming alcohol or while impaired by alcohol were rated 
in the same range as murder, child abuse and assault, whereas refusing a 
breathalyzer test was ranked along with traffic offences. This would 
appear to indicate that what the law views as a drinking-driving offence 
is not necessarily included in the public's conceptualization of what 
constitutes a drinking-driving offence. Many perceived the offence of 
refusing a breathalyzer test as distinct and separate from the act of 


driving after drinking or while impaired. 


Many people place a great deal of faith in the role of educational 
programmes to help reduce the drinking-driving problem. The present 
survey revealed large gaps in the degree of public knowledge about 
certain aspects of the law. Admittedly, drinking-driving statutes are 
rather complex, particularly the nature of the measure used to determine 
degree of driving impairment. Blood alcohol measurement is not a 
readily understood concept; relating this scientific measure to one's 
own subjective experience with alcohol is another matter entirely. 
Therefore, the question remains as to whether knowledge of the legal 
blood alcohol limit is of any value in preventing driving after 
drinking. Interestly enough, the professed drinking drivers in the 
present survey were most likely to know the statutory blood alcohol 
limit. Perhaps those at highest risk of committing the offence seek out 
or pay attention to such information. It remains to be demonstrated if 


this knowledge has any influence on their behaviour. 


Throughout this report, repeated comparisons were made with the results 
of other similar surveys. Such comparisons were drawn in order to 
highlight certain findings or clarify apparent discrepancies in results, 
not to demonstrate that the Beaches community was any "better" or 


"worse'’ than the rest of Canada in terms of drinking-driving. It was 
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irrelevant to the goals and objectives of the programme whether the 
Beaches was a particularly "good" or "bad" community concerning the 
drinking-driving problem. The purpose of the present survey was to 
establish a baseline measure of the community's attitudes, knowledge and 
opinions about drinking and driving regardless of how well these mea- 


sures compared to national averages. 


Although this first phase of the project is of interest in its own 
right, it is the second phase of this project that will be crucial in 
determining the extent to which the campaign had an impact on the 
community. This second survey in this project, to be conducted after 
the conclusion of the formal campaign, will look at changes in the 
attitudes, opinions and professed practices of driving after drinking in 
the Beaches. This subsequent survey will constitute the actual "eval- 
uation" aspect of the project. Programme evaluation in the classic 
sense requires that some criterion measure or variable be available for 
comparison before, after and even during the operation of the programme. 
In the present case, one can conceive this criterion measure to take the 
form of the incidence of driving after drinking, the blood alcohol 
concentrations of drivers on the road, the number of alcohol-related 
collisions or the number of arrests made for drinking-driving offences. 
Such measures are either not readily available or not adequate for 
purposes of evaluation. In any event, it was not the purpose of this 


project to evaluate the programme on this basis. 


Admittedly, reducing driving after drinking and the incidence of alco- 
hol-related collisions are fundamental goals of all countermeasure 
activities. From the perspective of community-based strategies, such 
objectives are the culmination of many years of continued effort to 
change the social norm, to make driving after drinking socially unac- 
ceptable, and unnecessary. The first phase involves reaching the public 
with the message and beginning the long, often slow process of social 
change. To expect marked changes in attitudes, knowledge and behaviour 


would perhaps be somewhat unrealistic. Rather, making the public aware 
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of the problem and some of the available alternatives to driving after 
drinking would be a tremendous first step. This would at least 
encourage people to consider the problem, particularly in light of their 
own behaviour. The principal goal of the present evaluation exercise is 
to determine the extent to which the programme conducted in the Beaches 


reached the public and to measure any effects it may have had. 
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0 Footnotes 


The interviews were conducted by Decima Research Limited. Margaret A. 


Buhlman served as principal investigator for this project at Decima. 


This difference between sexes is statistically significant (t=5.35, 


df=210, p<.001). 


This difference is statistically significant (t=5.25, df=208, p< 
~0013):. 


The average dose of alcohol consumed (ml absolute alcohol per kg body 
fluid) by females (1.4) was not significantly different from that of 
males (1.6) (t=1.10, df=210 p>.2) 


In the present example, this probability is equal to 1 in 6, or .167. 


X* = 21.95 df=1 p<.0001 
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7.0 Appendix 
A - The Questionnaire 


B - Verbatim Responses to Open-Ended Questions 
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APPENDIX A 


The Questionnaire 





INTERVIEW SCHEDULE 











A. Are you 16 years of age or NE SEMUCONT LNUG iris aeis:s ales e's 6 a's 4:0 A 
older and a Canadian resident? NO (ASK TO SPEAK TO ELIGIBLE 
RESPONDENT, IF STILL "NO," 
THANK AND TERMINATE)........ B 
B. Have I reached you at your VESe (CONTINUE) «.< +s. A 
home phone number? NO (ASK TO SPEAK TO ELIGIBLE 
RESPONDENT IF STILL "NO." 
THANK AND TERMINATE)........ B 
1. Do you have a valid driver's WES mC SK IP TOLOS) sete sto ote ier 1* 
licence? NO -(GOy TO) 02); ras —— 2 
Could you please tell me NEVER LICENCED..... siotole' « chetess 1 
why you do not have a LICENCE HAS EXPIRED 
licence? (DO NOT READ LICENCE HAS BEEN SUSPENDED. .3 
DIST) LICENCE HAS BEEN REVOKED....4 
OTHER (VOLUNTEERED) 
NO OPINION (VOLUNTEERED)....6 
3. Approximately how many miles O=999SMIGES Te ciawciels sc1e'e o's = — 
did you drive in the past 12 WeO00=45 999" MILES... <. sons > 2 
months? (If kilometers given, 5 ,000-9,999 MILES.........2e0~ 3 
write out.) (DO NOT READ 10,000-14,999 MILES........... 4 
LIST) 15,000-19,999 MILES........... 5 
20,000 MILES OR OVER: < one - 6 
NO OPINION (VOLUNTEERED)...... he 
4. When you are in a vehicle, how NEVER. 1 
often would you Say you wear RARE ete cries IOP EIA CDE: 2 
your seatbelt? Would you say ABOUT HALF “THE TIMEe 2... oes 6 3 
you wear it...(READ LIST)? ALMOST? ALWAYS. 29.0 o2.0 cisim wala oteee « L 
ALWAYS... = —— —— 5 
NO OPINION (VOLUNTEERED)...... 6 
Note 1: Responses may not sum to 100 percent due to rounding through- 


out the Sections. 


( # 
0.5 


) denotes a percentage value greater than O but less than 
throughout the Sections. 
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5. When you go out for recreation WE VERieea seers tacse ta tects 2,86 sista sks «: 1 
Oreepncercainment, would you Say “RARELY 2 
that you never, rarely, some- DOMETIMES cnisisiclsy ss seisicle esse 6 sie 3 
times, frequently, or always PRP OUENI vir a s'e 6 os o'e'e\sre Q 
do so within your own commmun- | 5 
ity as opposed to going to 
some other area of the city? 

6: Would you say that none, some, NONE cieistctetctee stele cicrele retails ois EASES 1 
most, or all of your friends DOME ieee aiecatati ie’ aie eves oie o's ale eiava: 2 
live within the same comn- MOST iyo ce sreten AG AAAI AAC Zi, 
unity as yourself? AISI il eora ico tctinccsts: o's wince 4 

Ta Do you personally belong to NE eters tciecsie ce olere ie cls ciate ever e wieiere tere 1 
any community groups? NOs oiere Sie stele lo eieiee erereieve<tore Ee hs 

NO OPINION (VOLUNTEERED)...... 3 





Now, I'm going to read you a list of statements various people have 
made at one time or another. I'd like you to tell me how you, person- 
ally, feel about each statement by giving me a number between 1 and 
10, where 1 means you totally disagree with the statement, and 10 
means you totally agree with the statement. Many people's opinions 
fall somewhere in between these two points depending on how they feel 
about the statement. The first statement is...(ROTATE STATEMENTS 8 - 
21...READ FIRST STATEMENT...REPEAT SCALE INSTRUCTIONS IF REQUESTED) 
Where would you place yourself on this scale? 


TOTALLY DISAGREE DEPENDS TOTALLY AGREE 
1 2 3 4 5 7 9 10 
MEAN 
RATING 
Se If people want to do things which can cause 
sickness or injury to themselves, they have 
every right to do so. 4.79 
9. The police are doing an adequate job of 
enforcing drinking-driving laws. 6.52 
10. Some people can drink and then drive safely. 2.94 


Ws People have a responsibility to prevent 
others from driving after drinking. 7.85 


( 6%) 
(18%) 
(31%) 
(31%) 
(14%) 


( 9%) 
(55%) 
(30%) 
( 6%) 


(27%) 
(73%) 
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MEAN 

RATING 
People have a moral responsibility to avoid 
doing things which can cause sickness or 
injury to themselves. 7.46 
Bartenders should be responsible for any accidents 
their customers have while driving home. 3.36 
Drinking and driving is all right in some cases. deh oh | 
The sale and consumption of alcoholic beverages 
should be strictly controlled. 6.06 
Drinking and driving is being accepted more 
and more as time goes on. So15 
If one only has a short distance to travel, 
then driving after drinking is unlikely 
to cause any harn. ae 
There are many benefits associated with the 
consumption of alcohol. 2.93 
Social hosts who serve alcoholic beverages in 
their homes should be held responsible for 
the safety of their guests going home. 4.77 
Drinking and driving is inevitable and will i 
always be with us. 6.00 
The police are doing more to enforce drinking- 
driving laws then they ever have in the past. 7.86 
END OF ROTATION 
You may have heard about the NES Wie tatsrateterstos a ctattele « aisiete eiste ares 1 (49%) 
police RIDE program...that is, NO sie ccsstelectis a e512) 
Reduce Impaired Driving NO OPINION (VOLUNTEERED)...... 3 (awe) 


Everywhere, which stops cars 

at random to check for drinking 
drivers. Have you ever been 
stopped by the police ina 

RIDE spot check? _ 
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23. If you had to guess, can you CHRIST MAS/ NE Wit DA rs 15% % "sata lols %e% 1 
tell me at what time of year WINTER: (DEG? | 7 JANG | FEB. .".%'. 2 
the police RIDE program SPRING “(MARS wAPRe, MAY). 7... 3 
operates? (DO NOT READ SUMMER (JUNE, JULY, AUG.)..... - 
LIST) PALL (SEPTt® OCT.4* NOV*.")." 55% 5 
ALE YEAR: oc oe \sie\s 0 « 6 
DON'T KNOW (VOLUNTEERED)...... q 
24. Do you think that a person is AMIOT MORE il arcictslc ales a'cle ete 1 
a lot more likely, somewhat SOMEWHAT MORE  UIKELY <3. es 2 
more likely, about the same, ABOUTS TBE C SAME s cretc'ee Spies aseselete 3 
somewhat less likely, or a SOMEWHAT LESS LIKELY.......... “ 
lot less likely to be caught AVLOTs LESS* 5 
by the police for driving 
after drinking now than a 
~ few years ago? 
25. At what time of year do you CHRISTMAS NE Wea EARS. Otto 1 


think a person's chances of 


being caught by the police for 


WINTER (DEC., JAN., FEB.).....2 
SPRING (MAR., APR., MAY)......3 





drinking-driving are highest? SUMMER (JUNE, JULY, AUG.)..... 4 

(DO NOT READ LIST) FALE (SEPT 242 OGTs,: NOV o1) soot > 

— ALLAYEAR eee cu Pipe eaten era: 

DON'T KNOW (VOLUNTEERED)...... 1 

NO OPINION (VOLUNTEERED)...... 8 
26. Do you do anything differently NOSKSKIP! TOs ene 
at this time of year to reduce YES GO mT Oe (6) re tracts eteteta ele <2 


your chances of being caught 


by the police for driving 
after drinking? 


NO OPINION (VOLUNTEERED)......3 





27. What do you do differently at this time of year? (PROBE 
..--ACCEPT ONLY ONE RESPONSE...ANSWER MUST BE AT LEAST 
TEN WORDS) 





(62%) 
(12%) 
( 0%) 
( 2%) 
( 4%) 
(18%) 
( 2%) 


(447) 
(447) 
( 8%) 
( 4%) 
( 1%) 


(78%) 
8%) 
0%) 
5%) 
2%) 
4%) 
2% ) 
1%) 


— — — — — — — 


(66%) 
(29%) 
( 54) 
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28. As you probably know, in Canada .00 OR O (GO TO Q29).......... 1 
it is against the law to drive ROS VOR, 50,08 52(G0 TO 029)....2 
with more than a certain amount + .08 OR 80 OR .8 (GO TO Q29)...3 


of alcohol in your blood. If -10 OR 100 OR 1.0 (GO TO Q29).4 
you had to guess, what do you OTHER (GU RTURQCO se acies «sees ¢ 5 
think this legal limit is? DON'T KNOW (VOLUNTEERED - 

(DO NOT READ LIST) | SKPPRTOLQ30).so<s-cp+es0c22 2 6* 





29. Do you think this limit HIGHER Zi. 1c orelsiers slere sieleles cre 4616 1 
should*be higher, lower; LOWER............ ease as Rietstee 
or remain the same? REMAIN G Hes OAMenc se ctiste soe ys 


NO OPINION (VOLUNTEERED)....4 





30. In the past year, do you think MORESO SEVERE. «5. ASSO OH SOG 1 
that the penalties imposed by ESSUSEW CRE isis sisic co's sess oie ais oe 2 
theycourctsi for drinking-driving STAYED!) THE 3 
have become more severe, less NO OPINION (VOLUNTEERED)...... < 


severe, or stayed the same? 


31. In your opinion, should the INCREASED A GREAT DEAL........ 1 
fine for drinking-driving INCREASED) Sie GHEY oe cic a's «5 wee 
be...(READ LIST)? REEMA NG THE SAME, 52s cists = sie cies tS 

- DECREASEDESUIGH TRY Gere ss... ss - a 
DECREASED A GREAT DEAL........ 5 
NO OPINION (VOLUNTEERED)......6 


In your opinion, should there be a jail sentence imposed for..... 








32. A first drinking-driving NES te epee cee ses AAR AGRA Cae L 
offence? NOM ire tistctele cc see es orpielersats aes ons 2 

NO OPINION (VOLUNTEERED)...... 3 

33. How about for a second or NY Ee ciclatelal cieisiere osteo aie @aicie + © ticieis a's 1 
subsequent offence? JJ ters Bis nia supe 

NO OPINION (VOLUNTEERED)......3 

34. How about cases involving YES 4. Qures Sepik sa ots Sis fears es 1 
accident or injury? NO ere weit, 2 
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35. And finally, how about YES. tet D eMYe Riss ole oon tine ese 1 

accidents resulting in death? NGG Rie oer ce 2 
NO OPINION (VOLUNTEERED ) ee a ates 3 

36. For a first drinking-driving THREB RMON 1 
offence the court suspends the SIZSMONTHS 3. 6 Steels Suave 2 
driver's licence for a period MINE BON to etete nis os 3 
of three months. How long a ONESYEAR - 
suspension do you, personally, 5 
think is appropriate...do you PERMANENTLY (VOLUNTEERED) ——— 6 
think it should be suspended NO OPINION (VOLUNTEERED)...... if 
LO. «6 (READ Metol )Z, 

37. For drinking-driving offences THREES MONTHS <7ois er OES Se 1 
resulting in injury or death, SS LAOMUON HOticrisels «\s' sens eee clsie Te 
how long do you think a ONE YEAR. ..... Cratel ciatetatetslelerdtelet ers 3 
person's licence should be THOS YEARS weraraiere >. <Pexsis 5 OE oe 4B 
suspended? Do you think it THREES) EARSaraeiaw 6\s.0.0 6.6% 5 
should be suspended for... PERMANENT Victor 6 
(READ LIST)? NO OPINION (VOLUNTEERED)......7 

38. In Ontario, a police officer aOOMOREORE soo s/c.0 che | 
can suspend your driver's SOSMOR OUR ORME C 5S . oce cic cre nileiate io oes 2 
Ticence fora period of 12 hours’ <O8)0R 80° ORM6.9.2.---..... 23 
if you have more than a certain .10 OR 100 OR 1.0.............4 
BBOUNUTOl a LCONOLe IN VOUrTD1000.0 OTHE sie sie’ esis sie ois cle 5 
If you had to guess, what do DON'T KNOW (VOLUNTEERED)...... 6 
think this limit is? (DO NOT NO OPINION (VOLUNTEERED)...... T 
READ LIST) ; 

39. In the past year, have you NOS CSKTPSTORQH 1* 
noticed any signs, posters, VES UGOSTOROHO) iasis ic cic s crele el cleets 2 


radio, or TV commercials or 
any other form of advertising 
that dealt specificaily with 
the issue of driving after 
drinking? 


Can you briefly describe what you have seen or heard? 
(PROBE...ACCEPT UP TO THREE RESPONSES...ANSWERS MUST BE 


AT LEAST TEN WORDS) 





(94% ) 
( 4%) 
( 2%) 


(42%) 
(28%) 
( 2%) 
(19%) 
( 7%) 
( 1%) 
( 1%) 


( 2%) 
( 44) 
(20%) 
( 7%) 
(18%) 
(48%) 
( 2%) 


( 0%) 
(15%) 
(267) 
( 3%) 
(23%) 
(31%) 
( 2%) 


(10%) 
(90%) 
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41, Do you remember seeing a poster NO (SKIP TO Q4U4).............. 1* (50%) 
showing a man sitting on the YOUR OHCs a cise aCe belo «piss 2) (50%) 
roadway having just killed 
a person in a car accident 
with the caption "First he 
killed the bottle?". 


42. What do you think was the general message of this poster? 
(PROBE...ACCEPT FIRST RESPONSE ONLY...ANSWER MUST BE AT 
LEAST TEN WORDS) ‘ 


SEE SECTION C FOR VERBATIM RESPONSES TO THIS QUESTION 


Who do you think sponsored ONTARIO ATTORNEY GENERAL 





this poster? (DO NOT READ (ROY MCMURTRY ) ( 47) 

LIST) ONTARIO GOVERNMENT /OTHER 
(37%) 

FEDERAL GOVERNMENT /NAME 

DEPARTMENA Gates s'cloic sete selave'e 3 (10%) 
MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT........4 (1%) 
; (23%) 
DON'T KNOW (VOLUNTEERED)....6 (23%) 
NO OPINION (VOLUNTEERED)....7 ( 2%) 
uu, Do you remember seeing a poster NO (SKIP TO QU7).............. 1* (48%) 


showing three covered victims VESRCGOGTOPGNS)) eae. oc oot eles es ra heavier’) 
of a night time traffic accident . 

lying on the roadway with the 

caption "Feeling no pain?". 


45. What do you think was the general message of this poster? 
(PROBE...ACCEPT FIRST RESPONSE ONLY...ANSWER MUST BE AT 
LEAST TEN WORDS) 
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46. Who do you think sponsored ONTARIO ATTORNEY GENERAL 
thissposter?:-*(DOANOT READ »«(ROY 'MCMURIRY)<. 222% .sesei 1 
LIST) ONTARIO GOVERNMENT/OTHER 

DEPARTMENT a5 oo see o's ols s on oe 
FEDERAL GOVERNMENT/NAME 


DEPARTMENT. .... —— 3 
MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT........4 
OTHER 


DON'T KNOW (VOLUNTEERED)....6 
NO OPINION (VOLUNTEERED)....7 





- Over the past year, were you YES)(GO10VQUS) 2 oo ae... 


aware of any programs or acti- NORCUSKEP ATO) O49): as cine eee 
vities in your community that 

were intended to reduce 

drinking-driving? 


Could you describe those programs to me? (PROBE...ACCEPT 


UP TO TWO RESPONSES...ANSWERS MUST BE AT LEAST TEN WORDS) 





{ 3%) 
(427) 


(12%) 
( 1%) 
(20%) 
(22%) 
( 1%) 


(28%) 
(72%) 
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Now, I'm going to read you a list of offences. I'd like you to tell me 
how serious you think each offence is by giving me a number between 1 
and 10, where 1 means it is not a serious offence at all, and 10 means 
it is avery serious offence. Many people's opinions fall somewhere 
in between these two points depending on how they feel about the 
statement. The first offence is...(ROTATE STATEMENTS 49 - 63...READ 
FIRST OFFENSE...REPEAT SCALE INSTRUCTIONS IF REQUESTED) Where would 
you place yourself on this scale? 


NOT AT ALL SERIOUS | DEPENDS VERY SERIOUS 
1 2 3 s 5 6 7 9 10 
MEAN 
RATING 
49. assault, that is physically attacking someone. 8.88 
50. drinking under the legal age. 6.26 
51. hunting out of season. 6575 
52. lying to custom officers at the border. 5.56 
53. murder. 9.94 
54. driving after drinking. 8.22 
55. child abuse. - 9.54 
56. pornography. ich 1 (rae 
57. possession of marijuana. 5.29 
58. driving through a red light. 6573 
59. 7 shoplifting. 6.86 
60. refusing a breathalyzer test. 6.56 
61. smoking in a non-smoking area. 4.95 
62. speeding. 6.37 
63. driving while impaired by alcohol. 8.99 


END OF ROTATION 
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64. 


=ijil 


Most of us enjoy taking a drink 
now and then. When you do have 
a drink, do you usually have a 
beer, a glass of wine, or 
spirits? 


BEE Ra GO—TONQO5 sivteiaiolole\ols.elein 
WINE] 3s... ce 
SPIRITS/LIQUOR (GO TO Q65).... 
SWITCH FROM TIME-TO-TIME 
(VOLUNTEERED - GO TO Q65)... 
DON'T DRINK (VOLUNTEERED - 
SKU LOR (et) cs olataiolatetstetste s ofele 
NO OPINION (VOLUNTEERED)...... 


3 
y 





65. In an average week, how 
often would you u drink an 
alcoholic beverage? 

(DO NOT READ LIST) 


66. On a typical drinking 
occasion, how many drinks 
would you usually have? 
(RECORD ACTUAL NUMBER OF 
DRINKS. IF A RANGE IS 
GIVEN RECORD HIGHER 
NUMBER ) 


67. After this number of 
drinks, where would you 
place yourself on a scale 
from 1 to 10, where 1 
means completely sober 
and 10 means very drunk? 


.68. After drinking this much 
alcohol, if you had your 
car with you, would you 
drive home? 


NEVER..... e ists ef s/s'e's/ als sieisisis)s's 1 
ONCE 2 soe eens einlelele a eee eicle's eed 
TWICE... - cle 3 
AUSSI Gace Sor Cee: 4 
FOURR TIMES tate eosin SP AERA Ce 
FL VE RT Min telcts oleic ss ciate elciels ale 6 
SERGI MES ees 7 
DEVENS PLMES siecle c< sistas sci — 


MORE THAN SEVEN TIMES.......9 
NO OPINION (VOLUNTEERED....10 


NUMBER OF DRINKS 3.21 AVERAGE 


ONE - COMPLETELY SOBER..... 01 
TWOs.. . ; OBE OOOOOOD OOS 02 
THREE c's cicle's alee sled woc ccs cc cls 03 
FOUR cis eile O4 
Pl Vilas ccs ses cnc © cleo ces cc's sis 05 
SS Atetetetelete ctelatetsie © ce s\cie'wicle'e 6s 06 
SEVEN ⏑ 07 
08 
NINE. oS. ccc 09 
TEN - VERY DRUNK..........- 10 


NO OPINION (VOLUNTEERED)...11 


TED sala clas 0's SO Oe IORI IS 1 
MAYBE . case cecsecece —— 2 
NO eeeeeeeeeeeeeseeeeeeesneeneeee 


3 
NO OPINION (VOLUNTEERED)....4 


(30%) 
(35%) 
(14%) 


( 7h) 


(14%) 
oe} 


(10%) 
(26%) 
(16%) 
(17%) 
8% ) 
5%) 
1%) 
TS) 
8%) 
2%) 
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69. What is the most number 
of drinks you would 


consume on any one occasion? 


(RECORD ACTUAL NUMBER OF 
DRINKS. IF A RANGE IS 
GIVEN, RECORD HIGHER 
NUMBER ) 


If you had to guess, how 
many drinks do you think 
you personally can 
consume in a two hour 
period and still maintain 
the ability to drive a 
motor vehicle safely? 
(RECORD ACTUAL NUMBER 

OF DRINKS. IF A RANGE 
IS GIVEN, RECORD HIGHER 
NUMBER ) 


In the last year, if you 
had to guess, how often 


would you say that you 
have driven after 
drinking? (DO NOT READ 
LIST) 


NUMBER OF DRINKS 5.97 AVERAGE 


NUMBER OF DRINKS 2.15 AVERAGE 


NEVER (SKIP TO Q74) 
ONCE OR TWICE A YEAR (GO 


SEVERAL TIMES A YEAR (GO 
JD cketonlajeielelsierain 3 

ONCE A MONTH (GO TO Q72)....4 

TWO TO THREE TIMES A MONTH 


ONCE A WEEK (GO TO Q72).....6 
SEVERAL TIMES A WEEK (GO 


DAILY * (GO®TO"072) 
NO OPINION (VOLUNTEERED)....9 


IF ANY ANSWER OTHER THAN "NEVER" TO Q71, ASK: 


When you do have 
occasion to drive after 
drinking, where did you 
have your drink? 

(READ LIST IF 
NECESSARY ) 


AT A RESTAURANT 

AT A BAR, PUB, TAVERN 

AT A PARTY OR OTHER SOCIAL 
EVENT (E.G., “ERE 23 

AT YOUR HOME y 





(16%) 
(27%) 


(15%) 
( 5%) 
(25%) 
(12%) 
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73. Have you ever driven (61%) 
when you thought you (38%) 
have had too much to NO OPINION (VOLUNTEERED)..3 ( 1%) 
drink? 





Now, I have a few final questions for statistical purposes... 


74. Are you a smoker? NOMOSKTRHTORQ7 Oya. coeares «3G Tee (66%) 
YES CGOMT OL.O75 ) 5 o)<s:0.c1c.1os9,6 601k 2 (34%) 
NO OPINION (VOLUNTEERED)...... 3 (7 B20) 


Approximately how many 1 TO 5 CIGARETTES (19%) 
cigarettes do you smoke 6 TO 10 CIGARETTES (19%) 
each day? (RECORD 11 TO 20 CIGARETTES 3 (297%) 
ACTUAL NUMBER) 21 tO SUrCIGAHET IES @ sete. sp (26%) 
r SOROR MORE “CIGARETIES-... 35 ( 7%) 

SMOKE CIGARS (VOLUNTEERED)..6 @ 129) 





76. And what is your approximate 
weight in pounds? 150.70 AVERAGE POUNDS 
(RECORD ACTUAL WEIGHT) 


77. Not including parking tickets, NONE ee 1 (60%) 
in the past five years, how ON@etere cas s siclats 2 201355 

many traffic tickets such as Pl WOlateretclatatete 3 (10% 
speeding or improper turns JJ iy (85% 

have you received? ROURIN r ee oe cine rece ttncic s ececeis 5 | Get) 
PIVESORGMOREte cress cleleieie s'a6 oa cin 6 ( 4%) 

NO OPINION (VOLUNTEERED)...... i, ( 5% 





78. What year were you born in? 45.43 YEARS OF AGE AVERAGE 








Menon sthrwacssoel OO or aye) OM 


ea en PTT Ter Tt ca hs i 
ELSON) soa F 9. .OM 


“Dinneanesl ames SL 


yes nee — 


* — rene ‘charade ere 
. 7 , : ~ 7 i * * 















— 3 ar ora 


. ————— oe ts 









Petmitusckas Lbeedanteug newt etext? Boxe ————— 00 «TF 
—— — wor £2 188g av⸗ Jang ang at 


RES Te PEE Te Sy SE Re Re 


+A eK eee see ews eoyeenene 





— Mo AAS CB.28 ik ego’ He nae ay 








79. 


80. 


81. 


Boe 


83. 


Are you Single, married, 


widowed, separated, or divorced? 


Are you currently attending 


high school, college, or 


university as a full-time 


student? 


What is the highest level of 


schooling that you have 
completed? 


54 


Which of the following income 


groups includes your annual 


household income? (READ 
CHOICES ) 


Sex. (BY OBSERVATION) 


PUBLIC/ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 
(GRADE t=G)) euler seie 
SOME HIGH SCHOOL........ 
GRADUATED HIGH SCHOOL 
(GRADE st 2aORw 13 )/.5 cee 
VOCATIONAL/TECHNICAL/ 
COLLEGE/CEGEP.....-... 
DOME SUN IVERS Dice care crete oe 
GRADUATED UNIVERSITY.... 


LESS THAN ¢ 5,000....... 
$°5,000.— $.9,9909..2..2. 
$10, 0007-2610" 9095... 4. 
$15,000 = $19,999 eeceeeesn 
$20-000.—-4$2H9909....-.. 
$25,000 - $29,999....... 
$30,000 - $34,999....... 
$35,000 - $39,999....... 
$40,000 =—640 999.0... 
$45,000 - $49,999....... 
$50,000 AND OVER........ 


— 


(404) 
(447) 
( 7%) 
( 6%) 
( 4%) 


(90%) 
(10%) 


™ a vier 
—— — 2 uy wt 
Si edeee sevens —* eaten 
— J——— perenne Gy 
— 35 


—— ie oat ms _ ue a 


ie hea pe Pays 


Oy Cay + oo yf er 





acne Goa eawe = 


2 awe eta wo ET a st * J if : } . 
LAMOL TAO” ; Ver , 2. 


> \ 
nbdueecepedes tauael { : : / i 
H det ndedeesee Pan : : J Sl i 
: a og ra] soo is Le - aarti t ' 
oem | as A — J — a i : } ; i’ J 


— ———— sncnnl griwotle? ortd to dott. $8 
Bi see dnenans ROWG @ = 000,28 8. « Louitine suoy — Dentitn. | 
Ducwcvesesce OGQ, ure = DOO, ore wi GA2H) Tamoonl AL — 
ae — ————— OOP, ere ate vo core (2ajioE? ; 
Wy — — ~ «C8 , TS “DS8 








ect jas 





oe 
<a —— — et ee ee — 


GOs wsleads eee ORE, | 
OP ss wad wcaee REC, OM > ~ 000,28 
Cem 


a 
ie Oy 
= 





4— —⏑— ⏑— woeus'ess 000, oer 
go?) ae che imGhe Rv eos'oh e ands nae (MOLT AVKS280 xc > 2. 
A492! PTECTPITITITE ST TTeE TTT yyy i : 7 








55 


APPENDIX B 


Verbatim Responses to Open-Ended Questions 
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VERBATIM RESPONSES 


Question 27 


Do you do anything differently at this time of year to reduce your 
chances of being caught by the police for driving after drinking? 


What do you do differently at this time of year? 


01. 


02. 


Don't Drive -- I don't drive. / I don't drive at all if. I think I 
am going to be drinking. / I don't drink and drive. / I ama lot 
less likely to drive, I insist that my husband doesn't. a I just 
don't drive as much when I am drinking. 


Drink Less -- I drink less when I know I will be driving. / I 
would drink less. / I don't drink or take cabs if I have been 
drinking. / I drink less at parties this time of the year. 


Let Others Drive -- I let my wife drive. / I let someone else 
drive my car. 


Take a Cab -- I take a cab rather than driving. / I memorize the 
phone number of our local cab company. / I wouldn't drink and 
drive -- I would take a taxi home. / If I was to drink, I would 
take a cab. / I don't drive at all, I take a cab. 


Walk -- I always walk instead of driving during the Christmas and 
New Year season. 


Other 


No_ Response 


(18%) 
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Question 40 


In the past year, have you noticed any signs, posters, radio, or TV 
commercials or any other form of advertising that dealt specifically 
with the issue of driving after drinking? 


Can you briefly describe what you have seen or heard? 


O1. 


02. 


03. 


04. 


05. 


06. 


07. 


Don't Drink and Drive -- Drinking and driving don't mix. / Don't 
drink and drive. / I only remember the saying "If you must drink 
-- don't drive". / If you are drinking, don't drive. / They are 
very to the point and they make you stop and think about drinking 
and driving. / In _ the beer store, signs saying “If you drink, 
don't drive". 


LCB Bags "Don't Drink and Drive" -- On the LCB bags is written 
"If you drink, don't drive". / Liquor bag message. / The bags at 


the liquor stores have pictures on them telling you not to drink 
and drive. / Liquor store bags with no drinking and driving sign 
on them. / LCB ads about drinking and driving. / Very good 
posters at the LCB. / I have seen the ads on the bags at LCB they 
say "If you drink, don't drive". 


"First He Killed The Bottle" -- The TIC person sitting beside the 
body bag -- caption, "First he killed the bottle". / The accident 
scene at night with a body in front of a car covered with a 
blanket anda man sitting on the road having just killed someone 
with "First he killed the bottle". / A poster at bus stations and 
stops that says "First he killed the bottle". 


“Are You Sure Your Drinking Isn't Hurting Anyone" — A little 


girl saying "Are you sure your drinking isn't hurting anyone?". / 
A poster "Are you sure your drinking is not hurting anyone?". 


Body Bags/"Feeling No Pain" -- A poster on the streetcar showing 
three bodies on the sidewalk. / A transit poster that shows road 


and body bags. / Billboards -- pictures of dead bodies with a 
Slogan. / Body bags lined up on a rainy night on the streetcar 
shelters or billboards. / Bus shelters -- a body lying there 
dead. / I have seen a poster of a dead person lying on the road. 


RIDE — Ads for RIDE program on billboards. / I heard on the 
radio about the RIDE program. / The RIDE program — it used to 
stand for Reduce Impaired Driving in Etobicoke. / The RIDE 
program posters saying "If you drink, don't drive." 


Results of Drinking and Driving -- They are giving examples of 
what happened. / About accidents -- what happens when you get 


drunk and drive. / A picture of a damaged car this week-end in 
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Question 40 -- Continued 


In the past year, have you noticed any signs, posters, radio, or TV 
commercials or any other form of advertising that dealt specifically 
with the issue of driving after drinking? 


Can you briefly describe what you have seen or heard?- 


07. continued -- the paper. / The newspapers, ‘radio and TV ads 
telling you what drinking and driving leads to. / The radio -- 
results of drinking and driving can be death. 


08. People Stopping Friends From Drinking and Driving — An ad show- 
ing a group of people preventing a friend from driving after 


drinking. / I have seen a commercial about people preventing 
their friends from drinking before getting in a car. / People 
telling you what happened to their friend or family member. 


09. Michael Jackson Ad -- The TV commercials with Michael Jackson -- 
driving with several children to McDonalds and they were convert- 
ed into skeletons. / Michael Jackson singing "beat it," with 
regards to alcohol. / Commercials on TV showing four kids ina 
car turning into skeletons. 


10. Other S c Ads -- Saying the host or hostess shouldn't have 
allowed guests to drive away from their home. / I have seen a 
martini with a stroke through it. / On a school bus — a little 
girl about to be run over. / The TV ad that shows a person 

- - —— weaving on the-road after drinking. / A TV ad with a drunk and a 
police man chasing him. / Labatt's "do it for him" billboard. / 
Posters -- beer glass upside down. / The-one with the teenagers 
starting the car, it says "drinking and driving is like shaking 
hands with death". 


1. Drinking - General -- Think before you drink. / Had to do with 
the drinking itself. 


12. TV Ads -- Advertising spots on TV stations in Toronto. / TV 
commercials -- dialogue on drinking. / TV commercials. / I have 
seen commercials telling you not to drink and drive. / An 
advertisement on TV. / TV -- not to drink and drive. 


13. Radio Ads -- Radio commercials played by many Toronto stations. / 
Radio. / Radio commercials. / The radio -- the government has 
been running drinking and driving commercials. / Radio ads saying 
not to drink and drive. / I heard slogans on the radio saying not 
to drink and drive. 
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Question 40 -- Continued 


In the past year, have you noticed any signs, posters, radio, or TV 
‘commercials or any other form of advertising that dealt specifically 
with the issue of driving after drinking? 


Can you briefly describe what you have seen or heard? 


14. 


15. 


16. 


17. 


18. 


19. 


20. 


21. 


Bus Shelter Ads -- Bus shelters. / Mediacom ads in the bus 
shelters. / I have seen posters in the-TIC shelters. / TTC 
shelters. / A bus shelter by Mediacom. / Subway. 


Newspaper Ads -- I have seen a lot in newspapers.’ / Newspapers at 
Christmas time. / I read in the paper about not drinking and 
driving. 


Billboard Ads -- Billboards. / Various posters in Metro Toronto. 
/ I have seen billboards saying not to drink and drive. 


Magazine Ads -- Magazine ads. / Usually things in magazines about 
drinking and driving. . 


Bumper Stickers -- General ads on the back of tractor trailers -- 
bumper stickers. / Sober driver stickers. ; 


Other -- They feel responsible, except that that usually happens 
around the holiday time. / Phone police when you see a drunken 
driver. 





Don't Know 


No_ Response 
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Question 42 


Do you remember seeing a poster showing a man sitting on the roadway 
having just killed a person in a car accident with the caption "First 
he killed the Bottle?". 


What do you think was the general message of this poster? 


01. 


02: 


03. 


04. 


Don't Drink and Drive — Don't drink and drive. / Don't drive if 
you are drunk. / Not to drink and drive. / You shouldn't drink 
and drive. / To increase public awareness of the problem -- don't 
drink and drive. 


Drinking and Driving Kills -- You can kill people by drinking and 
driving. / A man has the ability to kill after he drinks a large 
amount of alcohol. / It tells you not to drink and drive as it 
kills. / If you drink and drive you could kill someone. / He was 
out having a good time and obviously he was drinking and he 
killed someone while driving when he should not have been. / The 
person went out and got drunk and then drove and killed. / First 
he drank and then he killed some other people. / The death was 
caused by drinking. 


Killed the Bottle, Then a Person -- First he finished off the 
bottle then he finished off the pedestrian. / If you kill the 
bottle you may kill someone else. / He killed the bottle then he 
killed someone with his car. 


Other -- You would probably prefer not sitting there with your 


head in your hands like this man. / That he had been drinking 
heavily before driving. é 


No Response 


(487) 


(35%) 


(15%) 


( 1%) 


( 2%) 


J >» ' J i : J oF RP " " 7 i 


— 





iz + 
— 


‘me | LES it \ seete wae aoe fits "yea 
—A ap abd ike aioe 
St). Teg Mikw eyscx gortsdia som weer ‘yrdaderg bitow us a) 
, GUE tant bak 0 ue pas ek ae — al Tae 
: | : «pitivinb s1oted Ulvewt, 


my : ea ot a0 


eebeq ort? me Or —— 





61 


Question 45 


Do you remember seeing a poster showing three covered victims of a 
night time traffic accident lying on the roadway with the caption 
"Feeling no pain?". 


What do you think was the general message of this poster? 


01. 


Oe. 


03. 


04. 


05. 


06. 


07. 
08. 


Don't Drink and Drive -- Don't drink if you are going to get 
behind the wheel. / You shouldn't drink and then drive, ever, to 
avoid accidents. / It is something that should be common sense -- 
it is stupid to drink and drive. / I thought it was morbid -- it 
did get across not to drink and drive. / If you drink, don't 
drive. / It is the same as every poster, don't drink and drive. 


Drinking and Driving Kills -- Drinking too much and then driving 
can be fatal. / Smarten up! Don't drink and drive, it may be 
your own blood or someone else's life. / The message is that 
drinking and driving ends in death. / If you drink and drive you 
could kill someone. / Drinking and driving can kill. 


You Feel No Pain Drunk or Dead -- You feel no pain in both cases, 
drunk or dead. / They were dead — so drunk that they couldn't 
feel anything. / ‘Obviously people are now feeling no pain, or 
when it happened. / They were feeling no pain when they were 
drunk now they have got into an accident and they are feeling no 
pain at all. / That they were feeling no pain before because they 
were drunk and now because they are dead. / Play on words -- 
meaning if you are — you are feeling no pain. 


Results of Drinking Ane Driving — The results of drinking and 
driving. / It was to shock people about the perils of drinking 
and driving. / The consequences of driving after drinking are 
more serious than you might of thought. / Just what can happen 
when you drink. 


Person Killed By a Drunk Driver -- They got killed by a drunk 
driver. / That the person paid for others drinking and driving by 


being killed. 

Your Fault If You Are Behind the Wheel — Getting behind the 
wheel can cause the loss of your life or others lives. / It is 
your own fault if anyone gets hurt and you are behind the wheel. 


Don't Know 


No Response 


(36%) 


(23%) 


(18%) 


(12%) 


( 5%) 
( 5%) 


( 1%) 
( 2%) 
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Question 48 


Over the past year, were you aware of any programs or activities in 
your community that were intended to reduce drinking-driving? 


Could you describe those programs to me? 


O01. Local Bars Pay Cabs for Drunk Patrons -- The Balmy Arms Hotel 


sponsored a reduced taxi rate to those who take a taxi home 
instead of driving. / If you are in a neighbourhood bar and have 
had too many the bartender would suggest taking a cab. / Local 
pubs — paying cab fair for drunks. / Local bars were providing 
free taxi rides to drunks. 


02. RIDE -- Just RIDE. / The local police RIDE program was publicized 
in our community paper. 





03. Snitch Program — The Snitch program -- if you see anyone drink- 
ing and driving, write down the license number. 


O4. Young Drivers of Canada Program -- Young Drivers of Canada -- 


promoting safe and defensive driving. 


05. Alcoholics Anonymous Program -- Alcoholics Anonymous -- recovery 
of those who drink heavily. 


06. Public Services/Seminars -- Seminars — from police at public 
school. / The youth group at churches keep an alcohol alert 
concept. 


07. Bars Can Limit Amount Sold — Something in the local bars, a 
yellow poster saying they limit drinks. / To bring down the limit 
of alcohol sold in bars. 


O08. Other -- Just random spot checks. / I heard of a no impaired 
driving zone ad campaign. / We all walk to our local bar and then 
Walk back home. / Something loud on Queen Street last year near 
the pubs -- people yelling and pointing fingers. / A student, 
parent contract -- the parent will help stop the student if 
drinking. 





09. Don't Know 


10. No Response 


(242) 


(30% ) 


( 6%) 


(10%) 


(10%) 


( 3%) 
( 4%) 
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